view against most, if not all my male friends who
have expressed their opinion on the point. Of course
I agree with you also that man's superiority, if it is
that over the brute creation, consists in his capacity for
observing brahmacharya. It must therefore be an Ashram
ideal to be attained immediately if that were possible.
There is therefore complete agreement between
us so far as the fundamental thing is concerned. The
difficulty or the difference comes in when we begin
to devise ways and means.of encompassing the ideal.
I am becoming more and more confirmed in the
view that it must go on as it is now doing with ample
liberty to the manager to regulate fresh admissions.
Our life should become daily simpler and not more
complex. We should be progressively more self-
restrained. But we should remain a composite family
that we now are.
The present composition is not the hindrance. The
hindrance is that we have so few real complete
brahmacharis. All were broken vessels, all had their
own individual passions to conquer. But I hold that
most of them were and are sincere strivers. Therefore
we are blind leaders of the blind and ever stumbling.
When some of us have, by constant striving, become
at least matriculates in the effort, we shall certainly
do better. Therefore the problem iesolves itself into
each one of us striving to the utmost to approach
the ideal. Remember my definition of brahmacharya.
It means not suppression of one or more senses but
complete :mastery over them all. The two states are
fundamentally different. I can suppress all my senses
today but it may take aeons to conquer them. Conquest
means using them as my willing slaves. I can prick the
ear drum and suppress the sense of hearing by a
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